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scientists, as the Local Agency.
Working Group (LAWG), found
many discrepancies in the EPA .
test and methodology and reported
results. Prior attempts by LAWG
to get peer review conducted had

© failed.

* There has been no link establlshed
between NOA aiid health issues of
El Dorado County residents.

According to the recently released
RJ Lee peer review report:

. Out of over 300 soil samples taken -

_ by EPA labs; or 2,386 amphibole..
partlcles reported to be asbestos
fibers by those labs; only 7.were
concluded to bé amphlbole asbestos
fibers of the, kmd that- EPA 1tself
cons; éts to be of ¢ concern with -,
respect to health nsks ‘Based on
mmeralogy, the. EPA over-counted

by 63%, bt did not mclude tha

fact in theif report. The BA beéliéves - -

this 1 may indicate over-counting -
until
« The laboratoty p
comply with thé

Laboratory ‘Accreditation Progratn:'

(NVLAP) quallty assurance
standards. T
« The soil samples selected do:,
not demonstrate;the presence of
amphlbole asbestlform iner:
» The ISO 10312 analytlcal nethod.
previously accept-ed. and used L
by the EPA can

- asbestlfonn mmerals

1 _reported information is a
- feat and emotional dis
‘to- local _resldents

between asbestos fibers and non-

: asbestos cleavage fragments.

- This point is very significant and,

"~according to geology publications

and scientists, including the method

*description itself, this test does
- not distin-guish between asbestos

fibers and non-asbestos cleavage .
fragments “The fesult is that the-
EPA methodically ifflated the
reported asbestos con-centrations
with non-asbestos cleavage
fragments that are riot known to

_produce asbestos-like disedses.”
« The selected:area SAED-pattern - -

: (SAED provides information on a

.. mineral’s atomic structure) used by

_-the EPA tésts, corroborates the fact

. that amphlbole pamcles c
for the EDH studyare rio

The result of the EP.

+Dorado Umon_sngh School Dlstnct -
-at Oak Ridge High: School alone " » -
‘has already speiit $.1.7 mrlllo
remediation efforts for NOA, and
‘Folsom estimates spendmg $5-87. ...
'.,mllhon for remedlatlon Local

taxpayers are footmg the bill.
The US EPA could
remediate some of the emotional
and financial burdens placed on
this area if they would embrace the
new information provided through
the R.J. Lee Report and revise -
their procedures to 1mplement
new directions identified within
the findings of the Report. At
the very least, when this matter
is finally resolved, the US EPA
should support. El Dorado County in
removing its pumtlve remedlatlon

.regulatrons that would be (or are

now) unnecessary and aié costmg

" - this area $6 much

If you .wish to view more e
information regardmg this issué;

“ please visit the El Dorado County ‘-

Office of Educition websne at
Mkucaus :

countles

Traffic Fees: As reported in the
last issue of this news-letter, the
Business Alliance has dropped its
'partlc1patlon in the DOT Citizens
Advlsory Commlttee meetings.

;However we contlnue to track this
* issue and note that the §tlpemso:s

m!! hold their ngxt hearing on’
the !mfﬁg lmpaet M!tlga-tlgn !ee

. 3, 2006..-We have Beéen warned to
. expect even higher traffic iitigation .
" fees. than those established in the
_ 'mtenm program however, the

on of a grading *
yorated cjtie_s of - -

in’ two areas: L1m1tat10ns on floor
area ratios and 11m1tatlons on ¢
maximii imipervious surfaces.
Impervious surfaces are.those
collective areas on a parcel that -
don’t allow for water absorption,
such as pavement Currently the
su ggee allowed i is. 85% for .
cominercisl and industrial zoned
property and 50% for research -
_and development zoned lands.
‘The éurrent standard for floor .

" area ratio is :25 square feet
“of development allowed | per 1

‘_ _,square foot of property zoned

C .. eommerelal researeh and _' o

i+ development or indus-trial. These
. rules are tempered by other growth-

limiting policies such as those:
in thé El Dorado Hills Business

oo Park which limits the humber -
. " of employees allowed to 10,045
.unless it can be shown that more
."employees will not (nega-tivély)
- affect the level of service on nearby
. -roads!

" Figst the Board will consider

allowing a project to exceed the -

V..'maxlmums set forth if the proyect

© review process A more pennanent

.. solution will be an amendment to .
= thie‘actual ratios st forth in the GP, -

' which will require an erivironmental

- Teview process that will tike longeér:-

> conduict, and probably won’t be:
dopted until the end:of 2006: Staff 1
eports that'i impervious: ‘surface -

standards that already exist i the

“-GP srobably:address this issue -
o suﬂic1ently ‘Futuré workshops. and

. .declared their intenti *" hearings will be scheduled later this
- the (new) 2004-General Plan (GP) L ‘

year. -





